Key water
looms

ater is big news
again with the
release of the
?EBB’Ka.y-Delta

Program rep6rt in March. After
public review, decisions will be
made this year that will control
how California’s water is man-
aged for years to come. The issue
is how to “fix the Delta” with both
water management programs and
physical structures to improve
conditions for fish, as well as

pma'pﬂa-
. tion surging past the 10G.year .
- redord for Kem County, it is hard to remember the six- -

yexr drought that ended in 1992; or that nearly alf the
. ahmandfannsmCahfonuadqmdonwmm
ttansported from distant sources. In fact, the Bay-Delta
is the source of drinking water for two-thirds of the
. state, agricultural water for much of its $24 billion farm
.- economy and is also home to a variety of plants and ani-
majs cherished by the people of this state.

KmnComtty‘swaterﬁxﬁne:snedtoMmthappmsm

the Delta. Local water leaders struggled in the early
. 1960s to support the State Water Project and to locally
- finance our 25 percent share of the project. Thousands
. have labored over three decades using that water to
+. build an agricultural sector. We have also
.+ stabilized our urban and ground water supplies. -
.., There was disappointment in 1982 when voters
', statewide failed to ratify legislation that would have
" authorized completion of the State Water Project
+ iicluding a “peripheral canal” in the Delta. Recently,
.. ‘wyater has been taken from export use to create condi-
.- thons in the Bay-Delta thought to be needed for survival
‘. dﬂmredandendangaedﬁsh. As a result, project
water users can now experience shortages in seven out
of 10 years.

-This situation affects the entire state. In 1995, Gov.
Péte Wilson joined with federal water and natural
resources management agencies to form a cooperative
effort called the CALFED Bay-Delta Program.
+ Technical experts from state and federal agencies,
. aslong with a federally chartered public advisory com-
. mittee, have worked out the elements of a Bay-Delta
. selution. People with environrentsl, urban and agri-
«  clltural interests in the Bay-Delta were asked to help
- dévelop a consensus solution — one that reduces.con-
v fiiets and I8 equitable, longasting and affordable. The
* solution must assure that improvements for one part
' carnot worsen conditions for another. All sectors must -
: getbetter
+ . Public input throughout the program has been
. intenge and there needstobepubhchumtdmtgﬁ:e
. resainder of this year LTS K PN
. rmeCAlFEDBay-Delumgmndmﬂ:releasedon
¢ March 16 is a programmatic environmental impact
: mu(smte)/mmunamluwmpoxt(feder-
. al) which identifies three potential Bay-Delta solutions.
. These alternatives are much broader than traditional
. water plans based on just dams, canals and puraps. The
:  Bay-Deita solution alternatives include:
< Water use efficiency programs statewide to reduce
. tx;eaxnmmofwaterdﬁwandfannsneedtotakeﬁom

. the Delta. Four times more water is envisioned from

: mmonﬁmnfmmnewstomge.

. »Ecosystem restoration, land use and water manage-
: ment programs in the Delta and its watershed to
. improve habitat. It has been started with Proposition
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204 funds approved in 1996 and will go on for 20 years
with costs umning into billions of dollars.

* Watershed management.

¢ Levee system rebuilding to protect Delta farm lands
and prevent salt water from entering the Delta interior.

¢ Water transfers as a way to redistribute water
already developed.

* Water quality improvements to protect water for
use in the Delta and for exported drinking water.

The most difficult decisions relate to how to move
water through the Delta for export and how to control

. flows for fish protection. The plans also include storage

for the system to actually increase the amount of water
availgble for all uses. Three alternatives have resulted
ﬁunlookmgatdozensofways.
. ‘Altemative 1 - The Existing System Conveyance
Almuwe,wuﬁ raake minor changes in Delta channels.
3 Alternative 2 - The Modified Through Deita
Alfernative, continues to move water for
-existing but improved Delta channels

. export through
..~ with the addition of fish screens.

Alternative 3 — The Dual Delta Conveyance
Alternative is similar to Alternative 2, except that it
adds a new channel around the east side of the Delta.

The solutions range in cost from $10.5 to $12 billion,
and all of them propose increases in water storage.

The issue for Kern County is to find the solution that
best meets the needs of the Delta environment, pro-
vides some improvement and reliability to our water
mhm,amidoesxtatacoamatdoamdmeom
fanmers out of business. ge

Oh, yes, it should be a solution that allofﬂtenwer
ests can agree to. Bay area environmentalists have
already called Alternative 3 a rerun of the 1982
Peripheral Canal plan. The new isolated CALFED chan-
nel is smaller and would be operated to improve water
quality for fish habitat and for drinking water. its minor
addition to project water supply would come from flexi-
bility in not having to stop pumping at critical times to
avoid fish losses.

For Kern County, we do not yet know if the water

supply reliability benefits of the isolated canal will off-
set its increased costs. What seems to be developing is
a contest between environmentalists, who want to see
more and more water dedicated to fish flows, and the
20 million people who depend on the Deita for.high
quality drinking water. While our mainly agricultural
water use could get along with Altemative 2, we may
find that consensus would lead to supporting the plan
thatse:vmdled!hlnngwata'needsforexpatm
even with higher costs. n‘f

Qxemuethmgneedstobesnd. Thisis t;:hn
about how to guanntee water for the 45 million people
expected to live in California in the yesr 2020. Even
after everything possible is done to protect the Delta
axuihxcmntlewlorwatersmlyapabnﬁmpae
will still be 2 3 millon acre foot shoetfall betwmw
+: .phies and water 20 years from néav. “The fixst step
toward our water fture, howeves; is tofix the Delta.

A hearing on the CALFED BayDélta Program
EIR/EIS will be hald in Bakersfield on April 29-st the
Kem Agricultural Pavilion at 501 S. Mount Vemnon Ave.
The staff will be on hand beginning at 6 it to discuss
uvepmgmnwnhenﬂyeoms,andﬂlemnnalhwmg
will begn at 7 pak. Organizations and individuals can
make verbal comments at the hearing.  June 1 is the
deadline for written commmtswbeconsidexedin
ﬁmhm‘gmem
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